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ing ſuch People as were in Communion 
with the Charch of England, but made 
to doubt (by troubleſome and over-buſy Inno- 
vators) of the Validity of their former 'Bap- 
tiſm, becauſe it had been conferr'd' by Diſſen- 


ting Teachers (who in all theſe Diſputes are call'd - 


Laymen} there was a little Book written to fſhew 
(and therefore call'd) The Judgment of the 
Church of England, in the Caſe of Lay-Baptiſm 
and Diſſenters Baptiſm : Which Judgment was 
(as the Author believed), that ſuch Perſons as 
had been before baptized with Water, in the 


Name of the Father, Son, ana Holy Ghoſt (altho? 
their Baptiſm were irregular for want of a pro- 
per Adminiſtrator) ought not to be baptized a- 


an, | 7. 
This Book, in a little Time, received an Au. 


ſwer of ſome Length, by a Man who writes a- 


pace, and under the Prejudice (tho” he may 
think it none) of defending his own unuſual 
Practice; having been (as it is ſaid) rebaptized 


A 


bac 
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by an irregular Carate, who acquainted neither 

Lag free! of the N nor the Biſhop with 
the true State of the Caſe: And chis T ſay to 
correct a Miſtake in the former Book, wherein 


I had ſuppoſed the Biſhoꝑ to be truly informed, 
hat the ale Perſon had been before bap- 


tized by a Diſſenting Teacher; whereas he 


nly asked te permit an adult Perſon 
dhe to whie A in — 


} would therefore have hi nrw 


ed under the Authority of that excellent Prelate, 


as tho he had permitted the Rebaprizzng a Man, 


ho had been before baptized 5g a * 


8 ak he knew! it was 0, 


8 Is 


| inecnd Fre, 4 Re er to that 2 Ghar may be 
ome body ele, if it be thought 
but for Confirmation, or a ſort of 


done * by 


Fan of the former Book; of which 


ſome Particulars are here explained, and ſet 
forth more at large, and others are added to 
them; and put into a Method, better fitted to 
the Apprehenſion of that ſort of People that is 

We to be diſturbed by theſe New Teach- 


whom I venture to call (for Brevity's Sake, 
3 1 not in Obloquy) Rebaptiſis; and think my 
ſelf juſtified by the 19th Can. Concil. Nice. 


which orders the Paulianiſts to be rebaptized, al- 


tho? it thought thoſe Hereticks had never been 


baptized at all, becaufe they were not baptized 
in the Form preſcribed by Chriſt, i. e. 1» h- 
Nane f the Father, a and TER „„ 
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Communion they live? Shall it be permitted 


The PREFACE. iii 
have called this Book The Second Part of the 
Judgment of the Church of England, not be- 


_ cauſe it is altogether new, and different from the 


former, but becauſe indeed I would not be at 
the Pains of modelling a- new the firſt Part, and 
working into it the Particulats that are here 

< And I hope the Reader will not 
think his Patience hereby abuſed, or thar he is 
put to an unneceſſary Charge in purchaſing 


this Part, if he has the former. He will ra- 


ther give me leave to anſwer an Objection that 
may be made to both theſe Books, and that is, 
that the endeavouring to ſhew the Validity of 
Lay---and of Diſſenters Baptiſm, will encou- 
rage the Diſſenters to continue in their State of 


Separation from the Church of Ezgland, and 


tempt ill People to deſpiſe the Prieſtly Office, if 
thoſe who are no Prieſts may be allow'd to 
make - Chriſtians. To this I anſwer, Firſt, 
That by endeavouring to ſhew what is the 


Judgment of the Church of Exgland in theſe 


Caſes, I do no farther encourage either of thoſe 
Miſchiefs, than I apprehend the Church of 
England encourages them, and fo far I ſhall 
always go, without fear of going wrong. Se- 


condiy, I any of theſe Miſchiefs ſhould follow, 


to whom ſhonld they be imputed ? to thoſe 
who terrify the Minds of honeſt People, by: 


filling them with Doubts and Scruples about 


the validity of their Baptiſm? or to thoſe who 
tell them their Baptiſm is good and valid, ac- 
cording to the Judgment of the Church in whoſe 


O 
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to every audacious private Man, by Writing, 
Preaching, and Diſcourſing, to diſturb the 
Peace of the Church, uaſettle Peoples Minds, 


and cauſe them to doubt of their very Chri- 
ſtianity, and not be lawful to let thoſe People 
know how little Cauſe they have to be di- 
ſturb'd, unſettled, or to doubt of their Chriſtia- 


nity, by ſhewing them, that the Church admits 
of, and acesunts their Baptiſm to be good, althoꝰ 
it were adminiſtred by People who were not 


lawful Miniftersaccording to the Church of Eng- 


land ? But, thirdly, I do not conceive what miſ- 


chief ſuch Rooks will do, with reſpect to the 
Diſſenters, nor how they will receive any Encou- 
ragement to continue in their Separation,if even 
the Church ſhould make an open Declaration, 
that the Baptiſms which their Teachers confer 
(which we ſuppoſe to be Right in the Hatter and 


Form) are ſuch as ought not to be reiterated. 


What Uſe would the Diſſenters make of ſuch a 
Declaration? Why, they would know thereby 
that the Chu 

be Chriſtians ; a great Matter! But have they 
not always known this? Has the Church ever 
declared otherwiſe? Were they ever given to 
underſtand that the Church believed them to be 
no Chriſtians ? Has any Biſhop, Prieſt, or Dea- 


con of the Church of Exgland told them, at 


any Time, either publickly or privately: (till 
within theſe few Years paſt,) that they were 
not Chriſtians ?2 Have we not all along called 
them our Chriſtian Brethren, and our Diſſen- 
ting Brethren? Have we not conſtantly treated 

| raem 
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of England accounts them to 


I; 
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them as Schiſmatiols? What Senfe is there in 
that Word; unleſs they be Chriſtim ? Do We 
not daily Reproach them with their needleſs 
Separation from the Church, and with the Miſe 
chiefs that follow thence? And could we do 
this reaſonably, unleſs e ſuppoſed them to be 
Chriſtians? So that whether we give them 
good or bad Words, whether we treat them 


as Friends or Enemies, we all along ſuppoſs 


them to be Chtiftians| And would a Declara- 
tion then, that the Church allows not of Rebaps 


_ 7izing ſuch as come over from the diſſenting 


Congregations, to the Communion of the 
Church, would this (IL ask) teil them what 
they did not know before? Or would it encou- 
rage them to continue where they are? Will 
they be readier ro come over to the Church, 
when they are told they muſt be firſt Rebaprize 
ea? Will they the rather ſtand out, becauſe the 
Church has made the way to their Return ea- 

ſier? What Temper are theſe People of, that 


fly ſtill farther from you, the nearer you endea- 


vour to approach them ? Tell them they are as 
Jems and Gentiles, and they will liſten, and 


dra near, and, with a little more ill Uſage run 


into your Arms: But, own them to be Chri- 


lian i tell them the Doors of our Church are 


always open to them, and that they only want 
to enter and communicate with us, in all the 


Ordinances of our common Lord, to make them- 
 felves and us the happieſt People in the World, 


and away they run, it ſeems, hke ſo many 
wounded Deer. I profeſs I can hardly treat 
b „ this 


— 
PT es a 


this Matter ſeriouſly, ſince I can ſee. fo little 
Cauſe to apprehend any Inconveniencies from 


ſuch a Declaration, or any Manner of Encou- 


ragement the Diſſenters would receive from it. 


Their Baptiſms it is ſaid would thereby be 24 
thoriæed, and receive a Sort of Sanction which 


they now want. I grant, that as far as de- 
claring againſt / ebaptiſing ſuch People, 18 autho- 


rizing their Baptiſm, ſo ſar the Church would 


authorize their Baptiſm by ſuch Declaration; 
but that is very little; if any Thing at all. As 
for the Party that baptizes thus without Com- 
miſhon, and againſt all Rule and:Order, and a- 
ainſt Command of lawful Supetiors, he is by 
uch a Declaration left in the State he was, he 
is not hereby excuſed nor juſtified, nor is his 
Fault (whatever it be) in any Degree extenu- 
ated or leſſened, he muſt anſwer it to God and 
to the Las; let the Baptiſm be never ſo good, 
he is never the more innocent Man, nor leſs 
obnoxious. But for the Baptiſm it ſelf, that is 
thus conferr'd upon an innocent and altogether 
unoffending Perſon, what is the Harm of ſo far 
Authorizing that, as to declare, that ſince it is 
done, it muſt not be andone? And when the 
Church will not admit ſuch Perſons td be rebap- 
tized, does it not do the ſame Thing to all in- 
tents and Purpoſes? The Father brings his 


Child to his Pariſh-Miniſter, and tells him he 


is twelve Years old, but he hears from ſome Peo- 
ple, that the Child is not a Chriftian, becauſe he 
was baptized by a Diſſenting Teacher; but 
there he ſtands, and if he be not a . he 
3s : . eſires 


* 
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is his Duty; acquaints/his Biſhop with! it, and 


humbly. deſires to know what muſt be done; 


The Biſhop tells him, that the Church allows 


him not to 2ebaprize ſuch Child. The Miniſter 


acquaints the Father with it, and ſo the Matter 


ends. Now I would fain know; if the Father 


E 


can think any otherwiſe than that his Child 
was rightly (tho? not regularly) baptized, and 
that this refuſing to rebaptize the Child, was 
as effectual a Declaration, that ſuch Baptiſm 
ought not to be reiterated, as if it had been ex- 
preſly declared in ſo many Words; ſuch. De- 


* claration would have ſaved his Scruple and In- 
quiry, but ſuch a Refuſal tells him fully hat 


the Church's Judgment is. And will not the 
Diſſenting Teacher who baptized it, be of the 
ſame Opinion? I think therefore, that the 
Church's Declaration, in ſuch a Caſe, would 
have no worſe Effect upon the Diſſenters, tlian: 
the Silence of the Church hath, and will have, 
ſuppoſing it be known and taken for granted 
that the Church will not (as ſhe never has done 
yet) allow her Miniſters to rebaptize. But 
after all, the Perſons that are likelieſt to 
be rebaptized, are not Diſſenters, but ſuch 


" have left them, ſuch as have forſaken. 


them, and joyn'd themſelves in Commu- 


nion with the Church: Theſe are the People 


who are to be filld with Scruples, and brought. 


to doubt of the Validity of their Baptiſm! 
and therefore all the Diſturbance is among 


the Charch-Members,and the Diſſenters,Limagine, 


3 feel 


— 
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feel no Inconveniency by theſe new Doctrines, 
nor think themſelves concern'd with theſe Diſ- 
putes, and will, we may be confident, be the 
more hackward to conſider ſuch Things, when 
they foreſee that if they ſhould go over to the 
Church they muſt be rebaptized. Ic is there- 
fore much * the Sake of ſuch as are converted 
to the Church, for the Quiet of their Minds and - 
Settlement of their Conſcience in their nes 
Choice, that ſuch a Declaration were to be de- ; 
ſired; and I know not if a Tenderneſs for ſuch 
as are of our Communion, ought not to out- 
weigh the Fears of fachInconveniencies as ſome 
may apprehend may ariſe from ſuch a Declara- 
tion. Add to this, that ſuch a Declaration a- 
gainſt rebaptizing, ſeems to me the only Way 
now left, to repreſs the forwardnefs of ſuch 
young Students, as not having ſufficiently con- 
ſider d the Doctrine of the ancient Church, 
3 and that of their own, with the Principles they 
* procœeded upon, are ready at all Adventures to 
d maintain the neceſſity of rebaptizing, and 
which are indeed the true Occaſion of all this 
Miſchief and Diſturbance in the Church. As 
| to ill Peoples being tempted by ſuch a Declara- 
* tion to deſpiſe the Prieſtly- Office, if thoſe wha 
1 are not Prieſts can be 5 to make Chri- 
ſtians, I do not foreſee that any ſuch Uſe can be 
made of it, when thoſe ill People {hall ſee ſuch 
uncommiſſianed Hands under all the Prohibitions, 
F Diſcquragements and Reſtraints, that the Laws 
=. either of Church or State can lay them, III 
People will always deſpiſe the Fes, 
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and net the leſs, I doubt, for the Prieſts mage 


nifying it to any Exceſs. I am afraid to meddle 
with any ſuch Arguments; and thereſore to Ob- 


jections of this Kind ſhall only fay, that the 


Popiſb Church (however defective ſoever in E- 
vangelical) has certainly as much of worldly 
Wiſdom as a Church need to have, and cer- 
tainly carries the prieſtly Dignity as high as it 
can well be carried, and under s, Claims and 
maintains the Privileges, Honours and Advan- 


tages of the Sacerdotal Powers, as well as any 
Man in England can; and yet is not afraid of 


declaring that Lay-Baptiſm conferr'd in the 


Manner ſhe preſcribes is good and valid, and 


ought not to be reiterated, nor yet afraid that 
the Prieſtly- Power will be thereby deſpiſed, or 


any Ways debaſed by being communicated (in 


this particular Part of it) to others who are not 


Priefis, upon ſuch and ſuch Occaſions and E- 


mergencies. I have no Authority of my Own 
to preſs the Reader with, but I have as af hr 
Intentions, and as much Sincerity as Archbi- 
ſhop Whitgift had when he wrote againſt the 


old Puritans upon this very Subject, and there- 
fore I will end this Preface with his Words, 
This and the other little BookT have written, Not 


to bring Confuſion into the Church, ( for let Men 


fake beed that they uſurp not an Office whereunta 


they be not called, for God will call them to an Ac. 
count for ſo doing ;,) but to teach a Truth, to take 
4 Yoke of Doabrfuloel; from Mens Conſciences, and 
to reſiſt an Error not much differing from Donatiſm 
and Auabaptiſin, „„ 5 
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1 T will be for the Reader's Prey: that 1 


divide the whole Time that has paſſed 
from the Reformation to this preſent Year 
1712, into three diſtin& Periods, each of them 
containing fifty Years. The firſt fifty will take 
in the Reigns of K. Edw. VI. and Q. Elie. The 
ſecond fifty will take in the Reigns of K. James 
I. and K. Ch. I. and the Uſurpations, till the 
Reſtoration of K. Ch. II. The third fifty will 
begin in 9 and End 1 in 171 1 wr 
| B e 


PCT 
I. The Articles of Religion, and the Book of 


Common: Prayer with. its Rubricks, . were made 
in 1552, and the ſame Perſons were employed 


14 


in making bot. 


II. The Articles of Religion, which were 
mad in 2562, were feviewed, changed, and 
approved by the ſame Perſons (tho' there were 
many more) who had reviewed, changed, and 


approved the Book of Common. Prayer that was 


fo 


bricks and the Articles (being made near the 


three Meats before, vig. in 1559 
eſotre very probable, that the Ra- 


ſame Time, and by the ſame Perſons, )do not con- | 
tradiQ or overthrow each the other, but are con- 


ſiſtent, and agree; ver Well together. When 
therefore the Nee cannot forbear owning 
and confeſſing, that by the:Rabrick of the Office 
of private Baptiſm, Lay-Baptiſm was allowed, 
and hetd ta he valid, for the firſt fifty Years of 
the Reformation, and yet will not forbear al- 
ledging, that by the Articles Lay-Baptiſm is 
condemn'd and null'd, ang declar'd void; What 
do the that the Rubrick and the Ar- 
ticles contradict and overthrow each the other? 
ut. let the Reader remember, that every one 
of the Men..who made the Rubricts, and the 
Articles, believed Lay-baptiſm to be valid, and 
allowed it in Caſe. of Neceſſity. 5 
III. The, Church of England was, for the 
firſt fiſty Years, a truly reformed. Apoſtolical 
Church; the Rebaprtifts will not, I think, deny 


it, and yet this Church; allowed of Lay Bap- 


tiſm all that while, It is not therefore incon- 
55 | ſiſtent 


* 4 | 
— * 
* * 


30 


* 9 2 


ſiſtent with a truly reform'd Apoſtolical Church 
to allow of Lay- Baptiſm: What ever the Con- 
ſequences are, of allowing Lay-Baptiſm, they 


arè all of them to be charged on the Church 


of England, which allowed it for fifty Years. 


Let therefore the Rebapriſts ſpend as much Time 


gerating the Inconſiſtencies, the Inconvenie 


and Pains as they pleaſe, in urging a exp 
cies, the Miſchiefs, the Unla w fulneſs, and Sin- | 


fulneſs of Lay-Baptiſm, their Arrows will 
| every one of them light upon the Church df 


England. That truly Apoſtolical Church, did, 


for full fifty Years, allow of a Practice {and 
never thought of mending it,) which accord- 


ing to our modern Innovators was abſolutel 


ſinful, and againſt the Law of Chriſt. 


* ” 


IV. The Church of Eng. did,(for filryYears,) | 


gay of a Child, tho” baptized by a Lay-Hand, 


(it baptized with the Matter and Form preſerib- 
ed by Chriſt,) theſe very remarkable Words 


ia the Rabrit . And let them not doubt but that 
| he Child ſo baptized, is lawfully and ſufficiently 
= baptized, and ought not to be baptized again. The 

Church of England did therefore for fifty 


Years, think and affirm, that Child might be 
# anfully and ſufficiently baptized, altho' it were 
 F not baptized by a /anful Miniſter, but by a Lays 


Hand. How could the Church allow her Mi- 
niſter to ſay theſe Words, even when he ſtood 
by the Font, and had the Child within his 
Reach, had ſhe accounted Lay-Baptiſm to be 
invalid? Why ſhould not the Sponſors then have 
ſaid to him, as the Eun ch ſaid to Philip, here is 
8 Sf | B 2 e Vater, 


5 | 35 ( 40 9 | 
Water, what hinders the Child to be baptized, if it 
had not been ſo before? See the Rubric of all 
the Common-Prayer-Books before 16333. 
V. Again, The Church of Exgland did, for 
fifty Years, ſay thus alſo in her Rabric---. Ane 
if the Miniſter ſhall prove by the Anſwers of ſuch | 
A, brought the Child, (i. e. brought it to tje 
Church, after it had been baptized by a L- 
Hand at Home, ) that all Things were done 4s they 
ought, then ſhall not he Chriſten the Child again, 
but ſhall receive him as one of the Flock of the true 
Chriſtian People, ſaying thus,--- I certify you, that 
in this Caſe ye have done well, and according unto 1 
due Order, &c. Now, certainly, the Church ÞF 
of England could not think her Miniſter had 
proved that all Things were done as they ought, 
if ſhe had reckoned Lay-Baptiſm to be inva- 
lid. Nor could ſhe allow her Miniſter to ſay 
to the Parents, Friends, or Sponſors of the 
Child, who brought it to Church, ye have done 
well, and according unto due Order, if ſhe had 
reckoned a commiſſioned Adminiſtrator as eſſex- 
tial to valid Baptiſm, as Water and the Form 
preſcribed by Chriſt. Why ſhould not the 
is Child be chriſtned by the Minifter in the 
We: Church, if it had not been chriſtned by a pri- 
7 1 vate Lay-Hand at Home? Why ſhould ſuch a 
Þ Fo | Child be received as one of the Flock oc 
n | true Chriſtian People, if it were not truly chriſt= Þ} 
© ned by that Lay-Hand ? And why ſhould that 
W | be ſaid to be done well, which (according to the 
| | Rebaptiſis Opinion,) was not done at all? Now 
„ if the Church of Exgland allows, and requires 

1 her 
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her Miniſter to ſay all theſe Things of a Child 
that was baptized in haſte, and in Time of Ne- 
ceſſity, by a Lay- Hand, as certainly as ſhe al- 
lows them to be ſaid of a Child that was bap- 
tized in haſte, and in Time of Neceſſity, = 4 
Miniſter of Epiſcopal. Ordination, is it wind! ain 
that ſhe accounts Lay-baptiſm to be good and 
valid, and that ſhe will not have Baptiſm rezte- 


rated upon ſucha Child? And therefore all the 
Objections that Men in their haſty Zeal and 
indiſcreet Warmths make againſt the Practice 


of Lay-Baptiſm, as · inconſiſtent with theſe Ra- 
brics, as calling on the Miniſters: to certify Un- 
truths, and the like, they all of them lie very 
ſtrong againſt the Church of England, for the 


brd fry Years, for ſhe did certainly, for all that 


Space of Time, allow of Lay-baptiſm'; and 
when Children ſo baptized were brought to 
Church to have that Office compleated over 


them, theſe Rabrics were then uſed, this 


Certification was then made by the Miniſter, 
and he declared that i» /ach Caſe, all had been 
well done, and according unto due Order : 1, e. in 


1 _ Caſe of Neceſſity, all was wel done, if the 
Child had been baptized with Water, and in 
the Name of the Father, Son, and holy Ghoſt, 


and it ought not to be baptized again. Theſe 
Things were not at that Time thought to be in- 
conſiſtent with the Articles; but now each Pun 
Writer riſes up with great Authority again 
that Church of England in King Eaward's 


Days, and thoſe of Queen Elisabeth, condemns 


B 33 its 
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686 . 
its Jug ent and its Practice, and needs will 
E enter on the Merits of the Cauſe; N 
VI. The Church of England did, fo bly" 
Vears, ſay in the laſt Rubric of private Baptiſm; 
Bu if they which bring the Infant to the C harch, | 


a male ſuch antertain Hnſwers to the Priv/Ps Ob 
1 ö | | ſtions, that it cannot appear that the Child was bap- 
WM 5 Tired with Mater, in the Name of the Father, Son 

5 and Holy Ghoſt, (which are effential Parts of 


Erle then MW the Pre *. tize it, _ ſay- 
If thou art not already bapt 2 N. 7 aptixe 
6A c. Which is à plain Proof mat 2 ac- 
5 counted notthe Adminiſtrator to he eſſential to 
Baptifm; ſor this was the Rubric, when the 
Child had been baptized by a Lay-Hand, ane 
this was the Rubric 50 Years beſote the Words 


— 
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"FN Lawful-Miniſter were inferted by King James ; _s 
1 and therefore there is ho telling us, that a lawful 

: Miniſter had been provided for before. The 

i Rebaptiſts mind not enough theſe Differences, 
J but Monk the Rabries Were hetetofore as they 
4 oy ſtand, and make their Inferences accord 
F. ingly. An Hiſtorical Account therefore of eſe ; 
14 Changes would help; I thought, to ſet them 
TH Ri he in ſome Particulars : And thus much 
P: a ſuffice for the firſt fiſty Vears, all which 


ſh Time (there is nodenying it,) Lay-Baptifm was 
Mi a ſo allowed by the Church, as to be thought as 
x valid (tho? not as Regular,) as the Bapriſm that” 
had been adminiſtred by the Pariſh-Prieſt, and 
EY | was no more to be reterated than his. This 5 
FM was the Opinion of all the Archbiſhops, Bi- 
\ wy ſhops, and Clergy of the Kingdom, e that 
"oh | ſpace 
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ſpace of Time; and it does not appear chat any 
of them thought this Practice contrary to the 


Articles, Rubrics, or Canons then in being, but 


concordant with them all, and with the Prac- 
tice of the Catholic Church of Chriſt, and ac- 
counted it no Piece of Poprry, that wanted Re- 


formation; and therefore I cannot chuſe but 


wonder to hear the modern Innovators throw 


out (with equal Inſolence and Ignorance): all 
the hard Words they, can invept againſtithis, 


Practice, without remembring that fr was al- 
lowed by the Church of, Exg/apd, for jilty. Years 


4 
5 4 *% 


together, and .condema'd by. none but the Peri. 


tans. The Force of this Authority hach ap- 
pear'd fo great, that ſome of the Rebaptaſts have: 
thought 460 tell us, that the LayrBaptiſms, 
during thele firſt fifty Years of the \Reformas. 


* 
* 


tion, were ngt the Baptiſms now condemned; 
and contended againſt, as having been autho- 
rized by he Clerk ; Nay, even commanded 
by the Rebric,” which ſays,—Then, ove of them, 
SHALL Name the Child, & c. {0 that theſe Lay- 
Baptizers ſeem to be thereby zmpower'dto officiate 
for that Time and Circumftance. I did not 
really think this would have been ſaid, hut every 
Thing is welcome to me that juſtifies the 
Church of England. But then I hope that the 
Men who can ſay and come into this, will alſo 


yield that it is in the Power of the Church to 


_ authorize Lay-Baptiſm, in ſuch Caſes as it ſees 


convenient, and that ſuch Lay-Baptiſm is as 

valid and good as if the Pariſh-Prieſt had admi- 

niſtred it, and that ſuch Baptiſm muſt never be 
N B 4 | reite- 
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reiterated. I hope they will alſo yield, that a 
Lay-Baptizer, ſo authorized, for that Time and 
Circumſtance, is alſo a rightly commiſſioned Ad- 
miniſtrator of that Sacrament : And alſo that 
ſuch an Authoriſing of a Lay-man is not inconfi- 
ſent with, contradictory to, nor deſtruct ive of 
the 2 8 Article; no, nor of the Commiſſion that 
our bleſſed Lord gave to his Apoſtles, Go qe and 
teach all Nations, baptizing them, &c. Theſe 
Things, I hope, will be allow'd, becauſe I 
think they naturally follow, from allowing the 
Lay- Baptiſms in the firſt fifty Years' to be va. 
lid, becauſe they were authorized, But now, it 
ſeems, the Caſe is altogether altered, the Lay- 
men and Diſſenters are utterly deſtitute of this 
| Plea; there is no ſuch Thing as anthorizing 
| Lay-Baptiſm now-a-Days; the Alteration of 
the Office of private HO ay taken away this 
Power from all but /awfal Miniſters, and the 
Diſſenters who baptize without, and in Oppoſition * 
zo the Epiſcopal Authority, do Nothing now 
(they will tell you,) but wafb or ſprinkle. Their 
Baptiſm is no Baptiſm, it is to all Intents and 
Purpoſes null, invalid, and of no Effect; and all 
ſuch as have been Baptized by «zepi/copal Hands 
are 10 Chriſtians, but whenever they have a 
Mind to become ſo, they muſt be rebaptized 
by a lamful Miniſter. All theſe marvellous 
Things were effected, by blotting out a few 
Words, and putting in ſome others, of 
which I am now going to give you ſome | 


Account. 
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I. In the ſecond Fifty Years, at the begin- 


of the Biſhops and other learned Men,) changed, 
the Rubric of Private Baptiſm; and thinking 
the former one did allow, permit, and coun- 
tenance Lay-baptiſm (of which he declared 
his utter diſlike) he commanded the Words, 


ning of them, in 1603, K. James I. by his gun 
Authority (but not Without adviſing with ſome. . 


then one of them ſhall, &c, to be altered for theſe, 


the Lawful Miniſter ſhall, 8c. ſo that, after this 
Year 1603, the Lawful Miniſter was the only 
Adminiſtrator of Baptiſm, that was named in 


that Office. And ſo the Change continued till 
the Year 1661, upon no other Authority, than 
what the King of England have in ſuch Caſes. 


This Remark Was made in the Judgment of the 


Church of England, p. 16. and would not have 
been repeated here, had it not been ſaid, by 


R. L. in his Auſwer to that Book, p. 30. The 


Opinions delivered there, (i. e. at the Conference 
held at Hampton Court) do not amount to am 


public Act of the Church of England; and p. 33. 
what can any one learn from all this, (the ſame 
Conference) concerning the Judgment of the Charch 
of England? and p. 50. I know of no other Voice 
of the Church of England, but that in Convocation. 
and p. 66. The Church's pablick Acts can only be 


found in her Determinations, agreed on by a Law. 


ful Convocation. Now if this he ſo, and that 
R. L. and his Followers will abide by this De- 


claration, that the Church of England ſpeaks 
only by Convocation, then J muſt tell them, 
that neither the Office of Publics, nor of Private 


Baptiſm, 


Be 54a, 
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l wr ever (that we know of) in, or 
- Before, any 


fore, any Convocation, till 1661. The Com. 
585 1 0 Ofc ad the Forms. of Ordination, were 

ade in a Convocation, but no other Parts © 
the Common Prayer, And thereupon I fay . 
II. If the Voice of the Church of England be 
only to be heard, in Convocarions, then the Ra- 


beit of Private Baptiſm from 1603 to 1661, 
ths appoints a'Lawful Miniſter), was not the 


bric of the Church of England, but the Rabric 


Of N. James ohly, and a few private Biſhops, The 


Church of Ezg/and then muſt be conſidered as 
ſpeaking only by A of Parliament for the firſt 
Fiſty Years, without a Condocation, (except as 
before exce ted) and for the next Fiſty Years, 
as ſpeaking neither by Ac of Parliament, nor by 
any Convocation, and that looks like ſpeaking 
With no Authority at all. It had therefore been 
but fair dealing for R. L. and his Followers, 


to have ſaid plainly that a Lanfu! Miniſter was 


only required Authoritativelj by the Rubric, 
VVV 


1 \ { | 44 Y 's 8 Ls. WS * | IS : 
III. But becauſe, it may be, others will not 


„ 


ſay, that the Church of England is only to be 


heard and hearkned to, When ſhe ſpeaks in 
Convocation; I will, in this diſpute, take it for 
granted, that the Church of Exgland, by order 
of K. James I. made the Rubric of Private 
Baptiſm, as it ſtood from 1603 to 1661. and 
then ſay, in January 1603 the Conference was 
held at Hampton- Court, and the Words Lamful 
Miniſter were inſerted into the Rubric of Pri- 
vate Baptiſm ; and upon the Fifth of March fol- 
„„ lowing 


Eq 


_ 


cc 


C1) - 
3 „„ „ia ine 
lowing the King put out a 'Proclamatzon, in 
which were theſe Words. „ „ 
hut we cannot conceal that the Sveceſs of 
«that Conference was ſuch as happeneth to ma- 
« ny other things, which moving great Ex. 
& pectation 8 be entred into, in their. 
„ Iſſue produce ſmall Effects; for we found; 
< mighty and vehement Infarmations, ſup- 
«ported with fo weak and ſlender Proofs, as it 
ported with ſo weak and lender Proofs, as it 
C appeareth to us and our Council, that there 
as no Cauſe, why ay Change ſhould bebe, 
cc been at all, in that which Was moſt impug- 
„ned, the Book of Common. Prayer, con; 


* 
. * 


God here eſtabliſhed, neither in the Doctrine, 
Which appeared to be Sincere, nor in the 
Forms and Rites, which were juſtified out 'of 

the Practice of the Primitive Chureh. Not- 
withſtanding, we thought meet, with the 
Conſent of the Biſhops, and other learned 
Men there prefent, chat ſome ſmall things 
might rather be'exp/ained than changed. Not 
that the ſame might not very well have been 
« x reaſonable Conſtruction of them, G .: 
Now how could K. James call this a ſonal 
thing, and rather an Explanation than a Change, 
if he had built ſo much upon the Words Lamful 
Miniſter, as the Modern Rebaptiſts do? Did he 
Account it a all thing whether a Man were a 
Chriſtian or no? For according to theſe New 
Teachers, no one can poſſibly be a Chriſtian, 
who is not baptized by a Lawful Miniſter, E- 

= piſcopally 


„born with, by Men who would have made 


\ 


piſcopally Ordain'd, I do therefore bring theſe 


Words of the Proclamation, in Proof that K. 


95 James did not think he had done ſuch a wonder- 
ful Matter, nor made a Change of ſuch Impor- 
tance, by inſerting the Words Lawful Miniſter 


into this Rubric, as theſe. People fancy: And 
Dr. Barlow, who put out the Conference in 1604, 


by Command of Archbiſhop Mhitgift, and who 


bore a part in it himſelf, ſays, that this Change 
was not much ſtuck at by the Biſhops, ſo that nei- 
ther Xing nor Biſhops (for any thing I can ſee) 
did ever imagine ſo much Weight would be laid 
upon this Alteration, or that it would, more 
than an Hundred Years after, be brought to Un- 
chriſten the whole Proteſtant World abroad, 


and the Twentieth Part (I doubt) of the Sub- 
jects of England, under the Reign of his Glori- 


* 


- Ous Great. grand. daughter. 


IV. But I fay farther. If the Church of Exg- 
land, from 1603 to 1661, by adding the Words 
Lamful Miniſter, did declare Lay-Bapt iſm to be 
invalid, null, and of no effect, then the Church 
of Exgland in the ſecond Fifty Lears, Con- 
demn'd the Church of England for the firſt 


Fiſty, and in effect declared it not to be Sy 
Reform'd Apoſtolick Church, during K. Ea- 


wards and Q. Elizabeth's Days. Let this be. 


honeſtly and plainly ſaid, and we ſhall know 
where-abouts we are, ke I; 
V. Again. If the Churchof England, by re- 
quiring a Lawfal Miniſter to confer Baptiſm, 


intended only a Miniſter Epiſcopaly Ordain d, 
and did thereby Condema all other Baptiſm, as 


invalid, 
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| had they believed thoſe Words (a Lawful Mini- 
e fer) 


EY 


invalid, null, and of no effegt, then did the 


Church of England Condemn the Baptiſm of 
the Church of Scotland, as invalid, null, and 


of no effect; and conſequently Condemn d the 


Baptiſm of P. Henm, P. Charles (afterwards 


King and Martyr) of Princeſs Elizabeth (the 
Mother of the Princeſs Sophia, who together 


with her Son the Ele#or of Hanover, and his 


Son alſo the Electoral Prince, and all the Branch- 
es of that Royal Family, are all in the ſame fad 


Condition, for want of Epiſcopal Baptiſm) and 
of all K. James's Children, who were, every 


one of them, Baptized by Presbyterian Hands, 


who had only Presbyterian Ordination. I do 
not make this Conſequence, to create any ill 


Will to theſe Teachers of new Doctrines, but to 
ſhew them, how unlikely a thing it is, that K. 
James (who was the Man that added the Words 


\Lawful Miniſter) ſhould intend, thereby, only 


a Man Epiſcopally Ordain'd, when he knew, 
by a near and unavoidable Conſequence, that, 
if that Doctrine were true, none of his own 
Children were, or could be Chriſtians, unleſs 


they were Rebaptized, which he did not allow 
of, even when Women had Baptized Children. 
And who can think the Biſhops, (the Biſhops 


who, I aſſure the Reader, at that Time, did 


not want the ſtrongeſt Inclinations Men could 


have, to court the good Opinion of their new 
King, and bind him to the Church) who, I 


ſay, can think the Biſhops would not have told 


the King the Conſequence of ſuch a Change, 


= 


| 


MED. 
Fer) imported ſuch a Change, as the Rebap- 


' - vis now think they do? I believe it would 


not have miſ become any one of thoſe Biſhops to 
have ſaid; Sir, if your Majeſty will have 


us inſert into this Rubric, the Words Lan- 


© 
. 
£ __— 


ful Miniſter, and intend thereby ſuch only 
as are Epiſcopally Ordain d, and mean to fay 
that none but ſuch can Adminiſter Valid Bap. 
“ tiſm, conſider, we intreat you, what will be 
the Conſequence ? Whether you have a 
Child now in the World, that is validly Bap. 
4 tized? Thoſe who Baptized your Children 
were themſelves bath Baptiz d and Ordain'd 
* by were Presbyters, and therefore were not 
«: Lawfal Miniſters, and if none but Lamful Mi. 
ꝝiſtens can confer Valid Baptiſm, none of the 
* 'Royat Infants have that Valid Baptiſm. . 
I do not know why any one of them ought not, 
in Honeſty and good Conſcience, to have ſaid 
theſe things, but that not any one of them (tis 
probable) believed them to be true. Not one 
of rhem could think a Lawfu! Miniſter was in 
tended to exclude all others from being Lawful 
Miniſters, but ſuch as were Epiſcopally Ordaiwd, 
(that was not the Doctrine of thoſe Days) nor 


did one of them believe that Baptiſm conferr'd 5 


by an Urepiſcopal Hand was null, invalid, and 
of no effect. Theſe Doctrines were reſerved 
for the Days we live in, when the Divine Right 
of Epiſcopacy is carried to the higheſt Pitch that 
Words can raiſe it, but the Biſhops themſelves 
ſo uſed as never Biſhops were, ſince the Days 
of the Apoſtles ; in this, indeed, they fare _ 

| with 
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(500 | 
with thoſe great Saints, that they are deſpiſed, 
reviled, defamed, madè 48 the filth of 'the World, 
and the Offſcouring f all things. God forgive 


| thoſe Men who ſet this bad Example firſt, and 


thoſe. who have thought fit to follow it! The 
thing I would leave upon the Reader's Mind 
here, is, that it is not at all likely, that either 
K. James, or the Biſhops, intended by inſerting 
the Words Lawful Miniſter, in this Rubric, to 
ſay that they meant thereby a Miniſter Epiſco- 
pally ordain'd only, excluſive of all others not 
ſo ordain'd ; or to ſay that Baptiſm adminiſtred 
by one that is not 4 /awfal Miniſter was null, 
invalid, and of no Effect, provided it were ſe. 


riouſſy adminiſtred by one that uſed the Mate 


ter and the Form preſcribed by Chriſt. For 
this I alſo offer the following Article to be 
conſider'd. Ps JC 
VI. If the Church of England, by inſerting 
the Words lamful Miniſter, meant thereby only 
one Epiſcopally ordained, then ſhe muſt con- 


tradict her own Orders, and overthrow her 
own Doctrine and Deſign, by admitting and 


inſtituting, and inducting into Pariſhes ſuch 


| Perſons as had not been Epiſcopally Ordain'd: 


But this was certainly her Practice, during the 
Reigns of K. James and K. Charles I. and to the 


| Year 1661: We had many Miniſters from 


Scotland, from France, and the Low-Countries, 
who were Ordain'd by Presbyters only, and not 
Biſhops, and they were inſtituted into Benefſces 


_ with Cure, and accordingly Baptiz'd the Chil- | 


dren of their ſeveral Pariſhes, and did all other 
| On Offices 


Offices of the Miniſtry, and yet were never 
Reordain d, but only ſubſerib'd the Articles; 
and both thoſe Kings (who well underſtood 


our Church) allow'd this, and the Biſhops inſti- 
tuted them into theſe Livings, notwithſtand- 


ing the 39. Artzcles, notwithſtanding the Ru- 


bries, and notwithſtanding: the Canons. How 


will the Church of Exgland anſwer this? I know 


not how ſhe: will anſwer this, to theſe nem 
_ Guides, and thoſe who blindly follow them, 


but I believe all ſerious thinking People, will 


imagine that the Church of England, did not 
by Lamful Minifters intend only ſuch as were 
Epiſcopally Ordain'd, tho principally ſuch, no 


doubt of it. She knew, and acknowledged 


ſuch as were Epiſcopally Ordain'd, to be Law. 
Fal Miniſters, in the beſt Sence, and in all the 


Sences thoſe Words can bear, and would moſt 


heartily rejoyce, and give God Thanks, that 


* 


there were no other; and would do every 


thing fit and proper for her to do, to bring that 
bleſſed Work to paſs. But, by her Practice, 
her Allowance, and by her Tyſtitations to 


_ Pariſh Cures, of ſuch as had not been Epiſco- 


pally Ordain'd, it appears that ſhe did not ex- 
clude them from being Lamful Miniſters, nor 


conſequently, diſanul, and make void the Bap- 
tiſms they had conferr*d ; which is the thing I 


am contending for. And I deſire thoſe warm 


Gentlemen who are for Unchriſtening all Peo- 
ple who have not been Baptiz'd by Epiſcopal 
Hands, to fancy they had lived in any Year 


betwixt 1653 and 1648, and known that 


King 


King Charles I. was baptized by no Epiſcopal 
Hand; and ſeen the Biſhops inſtituting into 
Pariſh-Cures, ſuch as had been ordained and 
baptized by mere Presbyters, and thereby put- 
ting them into a Neceſſity of baptizing Multi- 
_ — of Children; and then think, wherher - 
they ſhould have judg'd K. Charles to be no 
Chriſtian, and the Biſhops to have acted con- 
2 trrary to the Articles, Rabrics, and Canons, which 
is now the Charge upon all that will not Rebap» 
„% » com, aft m9. s. 
I. In 1661, which begins the laſt Period of 
Fifty Years, there was no material Change ö 
made in the Office, or the Rubrics of Private IT 
2 e but they continued near the ſame with | 
' what they had been from 1603, only now they 
were authorized, and received a new Sanction 
both from the Parliament and Convocation. : 89 
that now the Church of England ſpeaks very 
loudly and plainly by them, 
II. As for the Office of Baptizing thoſe of Riper 
> Tears, the Church made it entirely New in 
1661, and the Preface to the Common Prayer 
gives this following Account of it. 
Which (Office) tho? not ſo neceſſary, when 
_ ©'the former Book was compiled, yet by the 
growth of Anabaptiſm, through the Licenti- 
ouſneſs of the late Times crept in amongſt 
us, is now become neceſſary ; and may be 
always uſeful for the baptizing of Natives, 


© * in our Plantations, and others converted to 
Z * the Faith. 8 | 


„„ 008 ROY, og * 
5ͤ TTT n 
e JJ R agt 
- CORES rhe 5 


8 This 


n 9 „ > 
*. n Hal 


„ This dn ſhews that the Church of E 
land had no Th its of ** ptizing the Dif. 


have ordered their Clergy to have told! the 


(18 )) 


fenters, when it compoſed this OMe: but of 
baprizing ſuch as had never been baptized, 4 
home, and ſuch as were to be converted to 
Cbriſtianity, in our Plant atibns abroad : Theſe 


were the People ſhe em oped her Care and 


Compaſſion on; but for the Diſſenters, ſhe ne- 


Ver thought in the Jealt of making thetn Chi. 


— but of inviting them into Vnion and 1 
Communion with the Church. She exhottfed 


undd intreated them to leave 0% Separation; ; and 3 
uchi as did ſo ſhe received into her Arms with 1 


ntleneſs and do; ſhe recoived therh bn 
any Renuntiatjory be their Schiſm, « 


her; the truſtech their Sincerity of Heart, þ 


| deteſtation of heit Errot or Offence i in lea vin 5 = 


5 put them to no uſion of Face: She receive 
theit Chilfren"t0"Conftrmativn Without eg excep⸗ 


tion or diſtinction, juſt as ſhe did the Children 
of ſuch as had oed baptized in n her Boſome, ; ang 
had never ſtrayed from it. This was the Fe 
per ofthe Biſhops then, and then, if ever; 828 
the Time the Biſbops ſhould have ſpoken out, 
and ſhould have told the Diſſenters, and mg 
115 
ſenters, both from the Pulpit and the Preſs, 
Both at Church, and at Home, that they wan- 
ted the very Feandation of Chtiſtianity, both | 
they and their Children, namely Baptiſm : They, 
Might indeed hive been waſp or forinklea, but 
they had never been baptized. They who pre- 


| ended to * were no Lan ful Miniſters, 


= THEE 


| they had it been Epiſcopally Ordair?d, | they 


7 

were as errant Laicks, as the Shopkeepers ; nor 
were their Baptiſms authorized, as haying been 

conferr*d not only without but Oe, to the 

Church, and in a State of an unwarrantable 
Excluſion of the Sacred Order of Biſhops; there- 
fore their Baptiſm was not valid; therefore 
they muſt begin their Race of Chriſtianity again, 
4 ſet out at the proper Place, namely at Bap - 
tiſm. Will any Man in the Kingdom ſay, that 
the Baptiſms conferr'd by diſſenting Teachers, 
(Ordain'd by Presbyters alone) from 16 50, to 
1660, were not as unauthorized, and as Antie- 
piſcopal Baptiſms, as any nowadays can be? 
And yet the College of Biſhops, ſhould not ſay 
a Word to the matter; not one of that vene- 


rable Body open his Mouth againſt them, nor 


order any of the Lower Clergy to convince the 


Diſſenters, that for want of valid Baptiſm, they 


were in a State of ancovenanted Mercy! I for 
my own part, have ſo good an Opinion of the 


Learning, Virtue, and Religion, of that Set of 


Biſhops, that I think they muſt and would have 
declared againft the Validity of thoſe Antiepiſ- 
copal, unauthorized Baptiſms, had they believed 
them to be indeed null and invalid ; and it 
mult needs be one of the hardeſt and moſt un- 
kind Reflexions on their Memory, to ſay they 


were afraid of ſtirring up bad humours again, 
and had ® the Fate of Archbiſhop Land 


| : * D iſſen- 
before their Eyes, and dreaded the ters Bap- 


Fanatic Rage, that made ſuch Work iſm null 


before on leſſer Occaſions than this ; «5 
E | that 


that they might be. intimidated, as St. Peter, 


4 and carried away like Barnabas, with the like 
1 EK Excuſes. This is a. very bad Account of the 
1 Behaviour of the Biſhops, after the Reſtoration, 
Wo : and makes not at all for their Honour. Whe- 


ther a Man, living in the midſt of a Chriſtian 
Kingdom, be a Chriſtian or no, is not a light 
matter, but of the greateſt Moment in the 
World, his everlaſting ſaſety depends upon it, 
and the Miniſter to whoſe charge he properly 
belongs, is certainly obliged to acquaint him 
with his danger, in caſe he know it not; and 
could you ſay a worſe thing of this Miniſter, 
than that he knowingly ſuffered a Man to live 
and dye unbaptized, without ſo much as War- 
ning him of his Danger? The Diſſenters be- 
lie ved their Children (who had been baptized 
between 1650, and 1660) to be indeed Chri- 
ſtians; and- when, at the Reſtoration, the Biſh-: 
ops were alſo reſtored to their Sees, and the 
2 Clergy filld all the Pariſh Churches in 
nalaud, was it not then the Time to have ex- 
pected to hear from one, or the other, or both, 
that their Children were zot Chriſtians, and 
muſt be made ſo by lawful Miniſters of Epiſco- 
pal Ordination? And. hearing nothing on this 


| 8 head, and ſeeing thoſe Children admitted tò- 
3 Confirmations by the Biſhops, how could they 
1 help concluding their Children had been rightly 


baptized? If this general Silence of the Church, 

this Acquieſcence of the Clergy, and this ſub- 
ſegquent Practice of the Biſhops, in confirming 
a the Children indiſtinctly, be not 2 good proof 


1 ( 
of the Church's believing ſuch anaathorizedBap- 
tiſms to be valid, it will be hard to find out 
what can be a Proof. This Defence I could 
not refuſe to the Memory of thoſe Biſhops, but 
the Point I aimed at, was to ſhew that the New 
Form of Baptiſm for grown-up Perſons, was' de- 
ſign'd for ſuch as never pretended to have been 
baptized, and not for the Diſſenters. Nor is it 
for the Diſſenters ſake, that I take theſe pains ; 
(for they neither care for, nor make uſe of this 
Defence, but Account their Ordinations and 
their Baptiſms equally good with thoſe of Bi- 
ſhops; ) but it is for the Church of Ezglana's ſake 
that I now Write, that never did, nor would 
admit, much leſs injoyn, her Clergy to Rebap- 
tie ſuch as had been before baptized with the 
Matter and Form preſcribed by Chriſt, upon 
pretence that Baptiſm had not been conferr'd 
by a Lawfud Miniſter. HE 
III. In 1661, a great Change indeed was 
made in the Preface to the Forms of Ordination, 
of which theſe Innovators have made much uſe 
in their Diſputes, about Lay-baptiſm. The 
Reader muſt firſt ſee how the Preface ſtood 
from 1559, to 1661, and then how it was 
changed, and what was added in 1661, 
Thus then it ſtood for 102 Vears. 
6 It is evident unto all Men diligently rea- 
ding holy Scriptures, and Antient Authors, 
that from the Apoſtles Time, there hath 
been theſe Orders of Miniſters in Chriſt's 
“Church, Biſhops, Prieſts, and Deacons, 
Which Offices were evermore had in ſuch re- 
= e - my 
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1101 
*-yerent Eſtimation, that no Man [by his own 
private Authority] 


0 
600 
40 


cc 


4 And therefore to the 


*'{hould be continued, 
and reverently uſed 


& Church of England, 
Prieſt, or Deacon) 
them, except he be 


according to the 
& Form hereafter fol- 


* 


lowing. 


Note, The Words 
within the Crotchets 
LJ; were left out in 
n 1 


and eſteemed in this 


it is requiſite that no 
Man (not being at 
this preſent, Biſhop, 


might preſume to ex- 


 ecute any of them, except he were firſt called, 
* tried, examined, and known to have ſuch 
_ & Qualities, as were requiſite for the ſame, and 
** alſo by publick Prayer, with Impoſition of 
Hands, approved and admitted thereunto 
| % Lawful Authority, And 
& intent theſe Orders 


therefore to the intent 
that theſe Orders may be 
continued and reverently 


uſed, and eſteemed in the 


Man ſhall be accounted, 
or taken, to be a lawful 
Biſh«p, Prieſt, or Dea- 
con, in the Charch of 


ned, and admitted, 


| hy Thr, 
* ſhall execute any of England, or ſuffered to 


execute any of the ſaid 


called, tried, exami- Functions, except he be 
called, tried, examined, 
and admitted thereunto 
according to the Form 
| Hereafter following, or hath 


had formerly, Epiſcopal 
Conſecration or Ordina- 
tion. LE 


5 


Church of England, no : 


All that is Printed in 
the Jralick was the 
Change made in 1661. 
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The Uſe which the Rebaptiſis make of this Pre- 
face, thus altered, is rhis- -- The Church of 
Englund eee, 
miniſtrator of Baptifm : The Church of Eu- 
gland calls no one a lamful Miniſter, but him 


who is Epiſcopalh ordained; Therefore the 


Church of England, declares the Baptiſm of all 
Perſons not adminiſtred by. Epiſcopal Hands, 
to be invalid, null, and of lo Effet. © 


*. * a « — 


IV. To this Argument, I think, the follow. 
ing Anſwer may be made out of what has been 
before ſaid. 1. The Church of Exgland did, 
for her firſt fifty Years, allow of Baptiſm, ad- 
miniſtered by neither Biſhop, Prieſt, nor Dea» 
con: And ſaid a Child fo baptized, was /awfully 
and ſufficiently baptized, and ought not to be bape 
tized again. 2. The Church of England did, 
in her next fifty Years, call for a awful Miniſter 


to baptize Children ; but ſhe did not 97 all 


that while, that they who were not Eprſcopally' 


ordained were not r Miniſters: For ſhe ad- 
mitted, and inſtituted into Pariſb-Cures, ſuch as 
had not been Epiſcopally ordained, and conſe- 
quently admitted their Baptiſms to be good and 
valid; or elſe ſhe was very unfaichful to her 
Lord, and cruel to her Children. But (3.) It 
is not a due, nor juſt, much leſs a neceſſary 
Conſequence, that becauſe the Church of Eu. 
gland calls for a lawful Miniſter to baptize, an 


calls none in the Church of England a lawful Mi- 
niſter but him who is Epiſcopally ordained, ſhe 


ſhould therefore account no Baptiſm valid but 
ſuch as is adminiſtred by an Epiſcopal Hand. Tt 
E wall 


(6240 


ill indeed follow, that ſhe would fain have no 


7 


other Baptiſm but that: She asks, ſhe wiſhes, 
or no other but that: She calls no other lawfu/ 


* 


but that, becauſe the Laws of the Church and 
of the State have appointed and commanded 
that, and none but that; and that is moſt a- 


\& $ 


reeable tothe Rules and Practice of the ancient 


urch from the Time of the Apoſtles. But 


ſhe does not therefore account all other Baptiſm 


to he invalid, null, and of no Effect: She takes 


what Care ſhe can of her own Children, and 


would by all Means keep them in the Ways of 


Regularity and Order; but ſhe does not there- 


| by condemn all others that walk not by her 


Rules. She will have no Man accounted a Prieſt 
or Deacon, but who is or has been ordained by 


Biſhops „but this is in the Church of England: 
They ſhall not exerciſe the Functions of eitber 


Prieft or Deacon, but this is in the Church of Eu- 
gland. This excludes the Presthters of France, 


Germany, Scotland, Holland, and of all other 
Proteſtant Countries, from holding any Bene- 


fes, Dig nities, or Promotions, and from exerci- 
ſing the Functions of Presbyters, in the Church 


/ England, unleſs they be, or have been ordain- * 


ed by Biſhops of the Latin, or Greek, or of our 
own, Church. She would heretofore, iz voto, 
in Deſire, have had no other Paſtors and Curates, 
ut ſuch as were Fpiſcopallj ordained; ſhe was in 
he Right of it; that was according to the an- 
tient Rule and Practice; but ſhe did not con. 
demn all others not ſo ordained, nor exc/uda 
them from exerciſing the Functions of Presby- 
7 ters, 
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ters, even in the Church of England. The Caſe 


ſecular Advantages to whom ſhe 
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is now ſomewhat altered; ſhe now exciades 


them all, but ſhe does not thereby condemn them. 


She will have none of them baptize in England, 


but does ſhe thereby diſannull (in her Judgment 


and Opinion I mean) the Baptiſms of all thoſe 


Countries that are adminiſtred by Presbyters ? 


Was it ever underſtood, that if a French, Helue- 
tic, German, Scottiſh, or Dutch Presbyter ſhould 
deſire to communicate with the Church of Es. 
gland, he was to be firſt baptized ? If he deſire 
to be a Clergyman, and hold a Bexefice, or obtain a 


Dignity in the Church of England, he mult in- 
- deed be ordained, according to the Engliſb Form, 
or by ſome Epiſcopal Hand elſewhere, for that 
has been the Law ever ſince 1661; and no one 
' ſince that Time can be accounted a lawful: Mini. 
fer, but ſuch a one. But does it follow from 


hence, that all the Children they had formerly 
baptized, were not Chriſtians? This is a Con- 


ſequence indeed made by theſe Rebaptiſts, but 
this Conſequence is not made by the Church of 


England: She may make what Laws and Rules 
ſhe thinks fit for thoſe of her own Communion, 
and may appropriate her Revenues, and all her 
| leaſes, and 
upon what Terms and Conditions ſhe will; but 
ſhe cannot pretend to invalidate the Orders and 
the Miniſtrations of other People, with whom 
Me has nothing to do: Nor did ſhe ever pretend 
to null any of their Baptiſms, which is the thing 
J am ſolely concerned about. Has not my Lord 
Biſhop of London, have not ſeveral other Biſhops, 

> A both 
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. . 
both hetetofore and lately, ordained ſeveral Pro- 
zeftaxts from iabtbad, and ſeveral of our own 
Dofſenting Miniſters at home; have they not, I 
ay, ordained theſe People, without baptizing 


 themanew? They would not admit them vc 


be Mini ers in the Church of England, with- 
out ordaining them by the Eugliſb Form, 


fbecauſe the Laws both of Church and State 
have forbid it, ever ſince 1661,) but they took 


them to be Chriſtlans (tho? baptized by Presby- 
terian Hands) or elſe they would not, I pre- 
fume have ordain'd them; for when 'was it 
heard, either of old or late; that a Man could 


| be ordain'd a Prieft, who had not been Baptized? 


Orders /uppoſe a Man to be a Chriſtian already, 
but they do not make him one ; for if they did, a 


Man might be a Chriſtian without being bap- 
tized with Water, and without being baptized 


in the Name of the Father, Son and Holy 
Ghoſt, and (which it ſeems is full as bad) with- 
out having the Matter and Form applied by an 


| Epiſcopal Hand, i. e. without any one of the 


three Eflentials of Baptiſm (according to the 


new Scheme} a Man might be a good Chri- 
ſtian. I have heard of People's being baptized 
in their Blood, i. e. made, or rather accounted, 


Chriſtians, by ſuffering Martyrdom for Chriſt: 
but I have never heard that the Rites of Ordina- 
tion did ever confer the Sacrament of Baptiſm, 
That remains for our Rebaptiſts to urge in 
Favour of ſuch Clergy-men, (either old or new 
Proſelites) as were ſo unhappy as to be baptized 
by Diſſenters, but put into Holy Orders by the 

955 -*" Biſhops, 


1 
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Biſhops, without baptizing them anew, But 
tho? there be no End of extravagant Abſurdi- 
ties, which will multiply every Hour, upon 
theſe new Teachers, and that it would puzzle 
the wiſeſt Head in the Kingdom to tell us how 
far theſe Eccleſiaſtical Projectors will carry us, 


| and where they will ſtop; yet ſince they have 


not as yet aſſerted openly that Epiſcopal Ordi- 
nation will ſupply the Defect of valid Baptiſm, 


ſince, I ſay, they have not yet proceeded thus far, 


I defire them to call upon thoſe worthy Biſhops 
who have at any Time ordain'd Th, 


Teachers or any People elſe who were baptize 


by Diſſenters, and humbly ask their Reaſons 
why they did not firſt baptize them, and make 
them Chriſtians before they ordain'd them, and 
inveſted them with the Power to baptize and 
make others Chriſtians, and all this in Contra- 
dition, and Defiance of the Articles, the 
Rabrics and the Canons, which are, it ſeems, ſo 


plain in Favour of Rebaptiſing all ſuch as were 


not baptized by Epiſcopal Hands ? When the 
| Biſhops have given their Reaſons for this Prac- 


tice of theirs, we {hall be able to judge whe: 


ther the Biſhops or the Rebaptiſts are in the 


Right, and govern our ſelves accordingly. 
But till I fee their Lordſhips change their 


Practice in this Particular, and refuſe to or- 


dain either Foreigners from abroad, or Diſſenters 


at home, without baptizing them a- new; till 1 
bear they refuſe to confirm the Children of 


Diſſenters, who were baptized by Diſſenters; 
till I hear they Order their Clergy, both by 
r ; - Preaching, 


1 (as y- 
Preaching, Writing, and Diſcourſing, to 
tell their Wo. os that unleſs they have 
been baptized by Epiſcopal Hands they are not 
Cbriſtiaus, they muſt not come to the bleſſed 
Sacrament, they ought not to be married by the 
appointed Form, which ſuppoſes both Parties 
to be Chriſtians, nor can they, or ought they, 
to have Chriſtian Burial, the Rubric (con- 
firm'd by Parliament and Convocation) ex- 
preſly excluding «baptized Perſons; till I hear 
they Order their Chancellors, Officials, Surro- 
gates, and all that belong to the Court-Chriſtian, 
to leave off excommunicating Diſſenters that 
never were baptized, 1. e. to leave off a Practice 
ridiculous, ſcandalous, and almoſt bla ſphemous, 
namely, the ſolemnly cutting off from the Body 
of Chriſt, ſuch as they ſay were never Members 
of it; the excoinmunicating People who never 
could have been in their Communion, for want 
of that which is to initiate all Men into Chriſt's 
Church, i. e. Bapriſm ; till I hear the Gentlemen 
of Doctors Commons have Orders to excom- 
municate Jews, Turks and Infidels, (which they 
may do as well as Diſſenters, if they are not 
really baptized :) In a Ward, till I hear the 
Biſhops thy and do in theſe Caſes, what cer- 
rainly becomes Church-Governours of Learn- 
ing, Virtue, Conſcience, and Religion, to ſay 
and do, were they indeed perſwaded that 
the Diſſenters were not Chriſtians for want of 
Epiſcopal Baptiſm: Till J can hear and ſee 
this, I will ſtill believe that t is rhe Judg- 
ment of the Church of England that Lay-Baptijr 


Seriouſly 


8 
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 * ſeriouſly conferr'd in Matter and Form preſeribed 
| by Chriſt, is not to be reiterated, altho? it was irre- 
gular for want of 4 proper Adminiſtrator, And 
when I ſee it is well proved, that the Church 
of England is of another Judgment, it will be 
Time enough to enter into the Merits of the 
Cauſe, At preſent I am humble enough to 
depend upon the Church's Judgment, collected 
from her conſtant Practice in ſome Caſes, and 
from her as conſtant Silence in others; and do 
believe in my Heart that both of them are con- 
cordant with the Judgment and the Practice of 
the Catholic Church of Chrift, and very con- 
ſiſtent with her own Articles, Rubrics, and Ca- 
nons. | _ 


